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TO: PETER REDD I G COMPANY : 



Interview Summary 



Application No. 
09/380,337 



Examiner 
Susan Ungar 



AppUcsnt(s) ~ * 
AL 



Art Unit 

1642 



All;pajrticipartia{6ppffcant ( appJicarifsf^esehtativa, PTO personnel): 

<1) Susan Uhaar. , 

IfifaWlnWfWT- W . 

Date of Interview: , 03 Mv 2008 . 

Type; a)[3 Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

cOPeraBialjGopygivenito: lO*PP«csRt 2^ applteesf s i^esentotiv^ 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)D Wo, 
If Yes, brief description; . 

ClainrHS) dlstusfced: t30.32.3136.4tid 27 . 

Identificsatiorv of prior art diseased; . 

Ag^meniwith^ ;gjp was not reached. h)EjN/A 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet 

(A fuller description. If necessary, anda copy of tie amendments which toe examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the daims 
allowable is available, a summary tfwecrf must be attached.) 



THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTON MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (Se&MPEP Section 7*3.04). Ifa rejply to the last Office actfon has already been filed, APPLICANT is 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet 



tQNilW)GAHVWiad 

andwoNHNvsns 



(Eft 



&x&mto&t Note; You must sign thl$ form unteas it ia an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 



a&Potot and Tiu dnumh Office 
PT0L-413(R«V. 04-03) 




Examiner's signature, if 



lnl*vtaw8ummary 



Paper No. 2 
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TO: PETER REDD I G COMPANY: 



Summary of ftetord of interview Requirements 
Matwd of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Stction 71X44, 3ub*t»nc»of interview tlustbe Nbti* of Rtcod 

Kconytfefrftrifen Itaternerftas to the tub&tenb* of a ny face^aoe. vfcfeo ccnteenct. (Ktatepbone Htorfefcatti regard to an «ppfcafecn mast Pense* *f mcort in ihtt 
app^kw^etherorrKtfanaiB^ ^ 

Ha> S> Cods Of FMfi^«saidaiUon« <eFRfrJ 14Ulmuytoftl 
Paragraph (o) 

In every instance wtterd racOftsidariiSQn to reques ted ft viw of an Interview with en aKeminer, e compietB written slated*** tf *» r*a*onfrpreBe/rted at the htefview 
warranting feworeWe acftw must beSed by the appkant An wtarvje* doe* rtt lemwe the neoewSy to mft toOftce action asapecited In §$ uu, i.m (36 t>^S S?) 

37 CFf* §1 .2 BusJnaw to be ?afl«actad to*witin£. 

Tjpderne* Office fruryweesaery. Tr» rc3or> <* ihe Pete at find THKJama* Office wil be t^l sadustety aft tfce w*»e* record tn the OftW*JttaBe«*on «ft be arts ta 
any eHe^oreJprorniie, stipulation, or undwtemfiif^ ftrefation tbwhisfi (here l»dsaa,reeffem« doubt ^wnmwjww 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based ejtfusiUeJy <tt .** wrfifen record to the Office if wet record fct teieif 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of irrtervle**. ffiTOfT 

*ia.tr*.tesp<>rts^ (7nteM 
me exantinier frtdfoates he orshe tfo so** the issaimftiers respdnaib&y to see met such a record i& made and to correct rrS^^aocl^a^ 
which bear dtrecBy On foe cjuostionof patei^^% 

Earners must compete an Intewew Sunvn'siy Fttin far eacb Jjnten4&w h*W whe» a mater <rt Stance ha* tee/? di&cttssed dunno the 
fotorvJew by cneokfoQlne appropriate boxes *nd fifing jnfoa bjaitk* MttsttoRt only pKHH^fcmate^ directed sofcrtv to msihdfcm 

reotfrewrtsfbr which toferv^ recordation fc tfhewse provided tor in Section dULOtoi tte Manual c4'Meitt'E«M'inaPiocaitam ot Dofrtina 
out typog^aphfcat etrons or uo^abte senpt in OBtoe swtions or tfve&e.aro extiktd&d from tti in&rvtew rwama&w pfocSfow* betow 1L 
subet&rtce of aft interview is <»rrtpietety reootdecf to an Ewm&teo Amewftneni no .separate- Interview Summary Record : fc <*autei " 

The Interview Surrrmarj Form Shall be given an expropriate 9Hm No . #BCed in the right hand portion of the fits, end feted on the 
-Contents" section of the m wrapper- In « : pehwr»l tatetvia*, a duplicate of the Focm t» 9 Men to tt» epp&cam (or iitftww or aoenti at the 
cc<!duatori cfthe fnXerview: fn the case of ^ tefiaphone or vidacKonterence intaiview, the copy t» mailfid fo the H^t^tmnkDMOea^ ^ictess 
8/tf»er wTth or prtor to the next oflfctaf corrmun/catoa. tfaddittanal mreepondenoe from the exempt* & noi m& before an eilo^rcsa or if otoer 
c&ramistaTiceA o5c^ Jrie Form 

The Form provided for recordation of the foBowtrtg trribrmallon: 

- Appifcatvon Number (Senes Code and Serial Number) 

- Warned appScant 

- Name of examiner 

- Dsie of Tnterytew 

- Type.of^mery^.{te^et^^v*b^^ 

- Mame c« partkipanK^ <«pptteani, attorney o? eoerrt. e^iner, otharPTO pef^oantfl,, etc) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit wa* shown !V a dernonatration conductsd 

- An kServSTK^on of the specific p<rtor art dteamted 

- An Indication whether an agreement was reached and tf *o, e d«cr^x) of the fleneraJ nature of tfte asnsetnent (may be fev 

notfBAtrtafunl^rojtonbytheeXa^ ^ 

- The s^natune of the examiner who conducted theTnterview Form is not an eftecftment to a signed Office action) 

It ts desrfsbte mat the examineroTally remind the -applicant of hb.or her obSgation to record the substance of the tote/view ot each cue ti 
should be noted, however, lhanhe Interview Sammary Fonn wifl not nqrmstiy to coo*We«d e complete and proper mewttetten of the irtervfew^' 
unlees H indude?, or is supplemented by the apptont or the examiner to induct, eflof Ihe appllcabie gems reqwmd below cor^rnma the 

iwbeir^ttce. of thtt interview, * 

A comptete and-pmper recordalisn of the wbmance of eisy trtt&rview sbouW included least me foto^na acplicabte ttetw 

fjAb^efdesidnpt^Ofthehalumof^ ' 

3) an ioenn'ncation of the dafrns diacusseo; 

3) an k^mcation of the specific prior art discussed, 

4} an ioentffesaoft.or' me prinopeT proposed sine^otteoJa of es^Astarnlve r^Utfedkc«sSe< uMessthes^ atee^eadv descrlbeei on #m 

5) a. brief Wemification of the general thrust of the prihcJpat aiTj^mienta presented to trtee^carnlrnr 

AjftelimorWoh^oitoaedc^^ 
requtfed. The idemrficaw) of the ar0urrmnts ts sufflcient If the General nature 1 orthniat of the princtoaJ ermimants rnade to to& 
e^nlner can be ur^mtootf in the context of the appteatkmfae. Of course, «» epp&cam may c^e to emphW^ to/ 
descftoemose angumen© whjon ha or she teeei wera xir mEght be-persusstyeio the; etaminerv) 

6) a general indtea»on of any other pemhenfrnattere dossed,- and 

7) ^PP/<*£#& the general resuts or Outcome of the Interview unless already c^senbec* in the interuiaw $wima& Fom ^sompfeied by 

Btamlners are ejqaected to oajpefusy the ejjpScenfs nxsbrd of the aabetanoe of an interwew, tf the record ts not comoiete and 
acoxrata, me exam&wr wffl gJve the appteam an e*tendab»e one month »me penod to correct the reoord, 

Btamfner to Check for Accuracy 

ff the claims are aUaws&e for other raasons of reoord, the e^minershoijlflsend a letter seffing torth tteexemfsm's verstoo of me 
statement atofbuted to hkn.or tw reconJ « coroptete and aocursto, the exarn^er sheuki piece the taftcatfem> nmonAew Recottl 0)C oh the 
paper recort&ig the substance of the interview, aio^ with the date and m* examir>er$ ihMs. ^ Uft on - 



2. 
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TO: PETER REDD I G COMPANY: 



ComlftUMkm Sheet JFTOL<413) Application Na 09^0,056 

Continuation of Substance of Interview inducting description of the geraral nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Or. Lockyer called fer darificaiion of the Miscellaneous. 
cornmunicatioh raaBea June 2, 2006, Dr fcbekyer informed Examiner that she vvas unabte to find & finaJ rejection 
maited December 1 3, 2004 in the file and requested clarification. Upon /syfew of the fife Examine found that Or 
Lockyer is indeed correct and that there was no final rejecgon mailed from the Office on December 13 2004 in this 
case, Further, a review of the file reyeated that Claims 1, 30, 32, 33, 36-37 were indeed rejected under 37 CFR 1 12 
first paragraph in the final rejection mated February 24, 2G05. Tftus ijLsgspear* that. Exarraner has inadverten«y 
required safisfaction of ifoe requirement of 37 CRF 1.182^6) whertsin 8ie^ requirements have indeed been met for 
Claims 1, 30. 32< 33. 3$, 37, Examiner apologizes for any inconvenience and H is clear that the Substitute Appeal Brief 
to be submitted by Apptficartt Will property notaddresfc this issue incorrectly and inadvertently raised in the 
communfcg&on of June 2, 2006, page 2, part of item (1). 
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